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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 
1 . This communication is responsive to tine amendment filed on 8/8/06. 
Accordingly, claims 1-45 are currently pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 , 3 - 7, 10, 12. 13, 15, 17 - 21 . 24, 26, 27, 29, 31 - 35, 38, 40 and 41 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) ag being anticipated by Bilder (US 6,400,804). 
Regarding claims 1 and 15, Bilder teaches a method for providing on-hold content in a 
packet-switched network (Fig. 6, col. 9, lines 33-44), comprising: receiving an indication 
of a call on-hold (col. 4, lines 50-56); and selecting on-hold content for the call based on 
revenue generation criteria (col. 4, lines 24-37; viewing or reading advertisements). 
Regarding claims 3 and 17, Bilder teaches receiving profile information for the call on- 
hold (col. 8, lines 30-51); and selecting the on-hold content for the call based on the 
revenue generation criteria and the profile information (col. 8, lines 37-49; col. 10, lines 
5-15). 
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Regarding claims 4 and 18, Bilder teaches the profile information comprising 
information interactively obtained from an on-hold party to the call (col. 8, lines 37-51). 
Regarding claims 5 and 19, Bilder teaches the profile information comprising calling 
party information (col. 8, lines 37-40). 

Regarding claims 6 and 20, Bilder teaches the profile information comprising called 
party information (col. 7, lines 25-29). 

Regarding claims 7 and 21 , Bilder teaches the profile information comprising 
estimated on-hold time (col. 9, lines 51-62). 

Regarding claims 10 and 24, Bilder teaches the on-hold content at least substantially 
comprises advertising (col. 4, lines 30-31 ). 

Regarding claims 12 and 26, Bilder teaches delivering the on-hold content (col. 4, 
lines 50-65; col. 5, lines 28-30). 

Regarding claims 13 and 27, Bilder teaches the on-hold content delivered in an audio 
file format (col. 24-37). 

Regarding claim 29, Bilder teaches a system for providing on-hold content in a packet- 
switched network (Fig. 6, col. 9, lines 33-44), comprising: logic encoded in media (col. 
10, lines 16-28); and the logic operable to receive an indication of a call on-hold (col. 4, 
lines 50-56) and to select on-hold content for the call on-hold based on revenue 
generation criteria (col. 4, lines 24-37; viewing or reading advertisements). 
Regarding claim 31, Bilder teaches logic for pert'orming the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 3. 
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Regarding claim 32, Bilder teaclies logic for pertorming the same limitation as 
described in tiie rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claim 33, Bilder teaches logic for perfomiing the same limitation as 
described In the rejection of claim 5. 

Regarding claim 34. Bilder teaches logic for performing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 6. 

Regarding claim 35, Bilder teaches logic for perfomiing the same limitation as 
described In the rejection of claim 7. 

Regarding claim 38, Bilder teaches logic for perfomiing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 10. 

Regarding claim 40, Bilder teaches logic for performing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 12. 

Regarding claim 41 , Bilder teaches logic for perfomiing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 13. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaiiy disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2, 16 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bilder (US 6,400,804) in view of Paluszek et al. (US 2004/0128192). 



Application/Control Number: 10/035,679 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2616 

Regarding claims 2 and 16, Bilder teaches providing the on-hold content to the call on- 
hold (col. 4, lines 50-65; col. 5, lines 28-30). Although it is known in the art that 
advertisements generate revenue, Bilder fails to explicitly disclose generating revenue 
by providing the on-hold content to the call on-hold. 

However, Paluszek teaches generating revenue by providing the on-hold content 
to the call on-hold (page 1 , paragraph 12 and page 2, paragraph 23; a source of 
revenue since the time is sold to the advertiser). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify 
Bilder's method to generate revenue, in order for the advertisers to receive a profit from 
the content supplied to the callers on hold. 

Regarding claim 30, Bilder teaches logic for perfomnlng the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 2. 

3. Claims 14 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bilder (US 6,400,804). 

Regarding claims 14 and 28, Bilder teaches on-hold content delivered in audio, 
prerecorded messages and from the Internet (col. 4, lines 24-37), It is known in the art 
that these delivery options can include the transmission of voice content in Voice 
extensible Markup Language (VXML). However, Bilder fails to explicitly disclose on- 
hold content delivered in VXML format. 
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Examiner takes official notice that it would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art to modify Slider's method by including VXML, for the purpose of transmitting 
voice content through the web and telephone systems. 
Regarding claim 42, Bilder teaches logic for performing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 14. 

4. Claims 8, 1 1 , 22, 25, 36, 39 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bilder (US 6,400,804) in view of Brown et ai. (US 2003/01 12927). 
Regarding claims 8 and 22, Bilder teaches selecting on-hold content for the call on- 
hold based on the revenue generation criteria (col. 4, lines 24-37; viewing or reading 
advertisements). Bilder fails to explicitly disclose auctioning airtime of the call on-hold 
and selecting on-hold content of a highest bidder at the auction. 

However, Brown teaches auctioning airtime of the call on-hold and selecting on- 
hold content of a highest bidder at the auction (page 13, paragraphs 181 and 185). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify 
Slider's method by auctioning airtime to the highest bidder, in order to grant airtime to 
the highest paying advertiser. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 25, Bilder teaches selecting the on-hold content for the call 
on-hold (col. 4, lines 24-37; viewing or reading advertisements). Bilder fails to explicitly 
disclose selecting on-hold content from one of a plurality of providers with a pre-existing 
arrangement to pay for providing on-hold content to calls on-hold. 
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However, Brown teaches selecting on-hold content from one of a plurality of 
providers with a pre-existing arrangement to pay for providing on-hold content to calls 
on-hold (page 13, paragraphs 182-183; advertising database). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify 
Bilder's method by selecting content from a plurality of providers with a pre-existing 
arrangement, for the purpose of retrieving and delivering stored content with minimal 
delay. 

Regarding claim 36, Bilder teaches logic for performing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 8. 

Regarding claim 39, Bilder teaches logic for perfomiing the same limitation as 
described in the rejection of claim 11. 

Regarding claim 43, Bilder teaches receiving an indication of a call on-hold (col. 4, 
lines 50-56); receiving profile information for the call on-hold (col. 8, lines 30-51 ); 
selecting on-hold content for the call on-hold based on the call profile and revenue 
generation criteria (col. 8, lines 37-49; col. 10, lines 5-15); providing the on-hold content 
to the call (col. 4, lines 50-65; col. 5, lines 28-30); and generating an on-hold record for 
the call (col. 7, lines 25-29). 

Bilder fails to explicitly disclose billing a provider of the on-hold content for 
provisioning of the content to the call on-hold based on an amount of time in which the 
call was on-hold. 
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However, Brown teaches billing a provider of the on-hold content for provisioning 
of the content to the call on-hold based on an amount of time in which the call was on- 
hold (page 12, paragraph 180). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify 
Slider's method by billing a provider based on the hold time, for the purpose of billing 
the advertiser for the amount of time the caller was on-hold. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 9, 23, 37, 44 and 45 are allowed for the reasons stated in the previous 
office action dated 5/29/06. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 8/8/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues Bilder fails to disclose "selecting on-hold content for the 
call based on revenue generation criteria". However, Examiner respectfully disagrees 
and would like to direct the applicant's attention to the cited column 4, lines 24-37 and 
lines 7-14, which further describe the selecting process. Bilder teaches selecting on- 
hold activities for an on-hold party based on revenue generation criteria - examples of 
such criteria provided in column 4, lines 24-37. The claims as written, still read upon the 
Bilder reference and the rejection has been maintained. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rhonda Murphy whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3185. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00 - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Rhonda Murphy 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



